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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

1 . The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 

obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in t 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

2. Claims 12-14, 19-20, 38-41 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Rankin et al. (US 2002/0155844 Al) in view of Godfrey et al. (US 2004/0205330 Al). 

Regarding claims 12, 38-39, Rankin et al. teaches a mobile device (e.g., mobile device 
100) registered with a mobile service provider including a content sharing system, the mobile 
device comprising: means for receiving user input (e.g., input device 111); means for providing 
output (output device 109); memory means (e.g., memory 113); radio transceiver (e.g., 
transceiver 110) and processing means (e.g., processor 1 12) coupled to the memory means; 
means for presenting privacy management options via an output component, wherein the privacy 
management options allow the user of the mobile device to specify the extent to which the user 
would like to receive share content messages initiated by another user, as facilitated by the 
content sharing system; means for inputting a set of privacy management settings associated with 
the privacy management options (see paragraph [0035]); means for transmitting (e.g., transceiver 
110) the inputted set of privacy management settings associated with the privacy management 
options to the content sharing system; and means for receiving share content messages in 
accordance with the inputted set of privacy management settings (see paragraphs [0029], 
[0035]). Rankin et al. does not teach that the other user of the content sharing system has 
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complied with privacy management functions imposed by the content sharing system. However, 
the preceding limitation is taught in Godfrey et al. (e.g., pre-processing encrypted and/or signed 
messages at a host system before the message is transmitted to a wireless mobile communication 
device - see the abstract). It would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at 
the time the invention was made to apply the teaching of Godfrey et al. to the teaching of Rankin 
et al. to improve security for the network. 

Regarding claim 13, Rankin et al. teaches the mobile device of claim 12 wherein the 
privacy management options include a privacy management option that allows the mobile device 
to receive all share content messages that are not explicitly blocked (see paragraph [0029]). 

Regarding claim 14, Rankin et al. teaches the mobile device of claim 12 wherein the 
privacy management options include a privacy management option that blocks all share content 
messages that are not explicitly allowed (see paragraph [0029]). 

Regarding claims 19-20, Rankin et al. teaches the mobile device of claim 12 wherein the 
share content messages include WAP push messages that, when received on the mobile device, 
allow the user of the mobile device to access the content via the mobile device (see paragraphs 
[0031], [0032]). 

Regarding claim 40, the examiner takes official notice that access an address book for 
selection of desired recipients has been well known in the art. It would have been obvious to one 
having ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to access an address book for selection 
of desired recipients to save bandwidth. 

Regarding claim 41, the examiner takes official notice that it has been known data 
transmitting to a mobile device is limited due to the system bandwidth. Thus, it would have been 



Application/Control Number: 1 0/822, 1 87 Page 4 

Art Unit: 2617 

obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention that a number of the 
user input forms are limited. 

3. Claim 15 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Rankin et al. in 
view of Godfrey et al. and in further view of Seligmann (US 2004/0203673 Al). 

Regarding claim 15, the combination of Rankin et al. and Godfrey et al. teaches the 
claimed invention except an option for the user of the mobile device to designate a list of 
explicitly blocked senders. However, the preceding limitation is taught in Seligmann (see 
paragraph [0006]). It would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time 
of the invention to apply the teaching of Seligmann to the teaching of Rankin et al. and Godfrey 
et al. for security and user convenience. 

4. Claim 16 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Rankin et al. in 
view of Godfrey et al. and in further view of Donahue (US 2003/0123465 Al). 

Regarding claim 16, the combination of Rankin et al. and Godfrey et al. teaches the 
claimed invention except an option for the user of the mobile device to designate a list of 
explicitly blocked content. However, the preceding limitation is taught in Donahue (see 
paragraph [0020]). It would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time 
of the invention to apply the teaching of Donahue to the teaching of Rankin et al. and Godfrey et 
al. for security and user convenience. 

Allowable Subject Matter 



5. 



The following is an examiner's statement of reasons for allowance: 
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Claims 17 and 18 have been rewritten in independent form including all of the limitations 
of base claim 1. Thus, they are now allowable. 

Any comments considered necessary by applicant must be submitted no later than the 
payment of the issue fee and, to avoid processing delays, should preferably accompany the issue 
fee. Such submissions should be clearly labeled "Comments on Statement of Reasons for 
Allowance." 

Conclusion 

6. Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in this 
Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP § 706.07(a). 
Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1 .136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO 
MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until after 
the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period 
will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 
CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, 
however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the date of this 
final action. 
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7. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Huy D. Nguyen whose telephone number is 571-272-7845. The 
examiner can normally be reached on M-F. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Joseph H. Feild can be reached on 571-272-4090. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would 
like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated 
information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 



Huy D Nguyen 
Patent Examiner 
Art Unit 2617 




